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Renraufcs/Angumonts 

As of the Adlon. Claims 1-20 are pending m the Application. Claims 1-1 1 and 13 stand 
rejected. Claim 12 is objected 1o. Claims 14, 15 and 17 are withdrawn from consideration. 
Claims 18 and 16-20 are allowed. 

Applicant herein amends wBhdrewn Claims 14, 15. and 1? (MPEP Section 714).' 

Applicant submits oiat these amendments add no new matter. Applicant also submits 
(hat the Apptcafionis in condition for allowance. 

Appf cant notes that the Claims, as amended, still include three Independent claims (Le. r 
Claims 1 . 13 and 16) end 20 total claims; and, assuch, no excess claims fees are due. 

Applicant further note* that this Amen ton ant and Response is being filed iMtn payment 
of extension tees for e one-month extension of time (as well ae aulhorkaaon to charge alt 
required extension fees that may also be applicable to nTmg this paper), pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.135. 

In view of the CiaimB as. est forth above and the remarks below, AppOcanr respeotfuOy 
requests reconsideration and further examination of this Application. 

pAstrfcttan and Election . The Action states thai claims 14. 15 and 17 are withdrawn, 
because (I) en action on frie merits for the originally presented invention has been mailed. <«} 
the originally presented invention has been constructively elected by the examined d alms. (Ill) 
these wtthdrawn claims are directed to the non-elected invention and (fc) no generic or linking 
■ del m to toese withdrawn dalma has been -found allowable. 

The Action Indlcatea that the species which has been const rudively elected is that 
wherein the periodical motion is subslsntially eliptical. The Action also tncfi cates thatthe Claims 
©f this elected spedes include Claims 1-13. 16. and 1A-20. 
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Applicant notes that (a) ofjhe elected Cfalms, Claim 16 b an Independent dalm. (b) 
Claim 16 has been Indicated in the Action as ^flowed- and<c> Claim 17ttependsfrom thb 
allowed, generic Claim 16. As A-^nt re^rm.llv a. ftmBfl ftfl gjajffl 17 >h°»'d PW 
teagjdarg^ Indeed, Applicant reapedftjlly submits this dependent Claim 17 should be 
allwaWeover the prlorert In vfewof 1he allowability of independent Clal.iV 16. See MPEP 
806.04(d). • 

n ^^ihaDnwmns. TheActi^rAjectetothefeapo^ailted^ February 2006 
(*e -February Response") baaed on a finding of new matter. SpecWcally, the Action finds that 
the February Response introduces new matter via the addition of Fig. 8. 

' -The Acton alBoobjedatotha drawing* because^HhF«3.8belnBVle>«d as ne« 
matter, a drawing obiecton of the previa* action continues. More epedflcsily, the Action atetes 
that the drawings must show the 'actuator adding the periodical motion of both the shaving 
head and the oiling member, and the first and second cutting members being effected by 

separate periodical motion s 

Applicant noteaaiattha-actuatoT affecting- objection appears to be directed to "features 
" . of the invention specified m" Claim 1 0. while the 'separate periodical motions" objection appears 

tobecliWto'fe^ 11 The9efeatUrBS8radeeCf * ed 

In patagi^hs 100421 and 10043] of tl« Application, aaa^^^ 
amended herein in order to reference Figs. 7 ando, reaped^, (li b noted that, due to the 
amendment of the brief description of the clings In the February Response, these two 
paragraphs may now be numbered |0044] and 10045]. respedivelyO 

Applicant respectful ty aubmfta replacement Figs. 7 and 8. which are directed respectfully 
to address the Action'a objections to me drawings. 
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Accordingly, Applicant reflpedMly submits that the replacement Figs. 7 and 6 add no 
new matter. Applcant also respectfully requests reconsideration end withdrawal of the drawing 
objections. 

Refaction of Claim* §J to Enablement ." The Acton rejeds Claim 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 12 as falling to comply wllh 1he enableinent requirement Spedflcafly. the Action reject* 
Claim 11, stating that the epectfication does not describe "how the cutting members (17 and 19) 
are effected by separate periodical motions when both cutting member are attached to the same 

carrier member (26)." 

Applicant respectfully traverses. Applicant submits thai, tn paragraph 10043] of the 
Application, as published, the specification desorfces *a further carrier adjacent to the carrier 
25*. Moreover, Applicant has amended Fig. 8 to show such further carrier,' as Indicated by 

reference numeral 26. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of this 

rejection. 

Refection of S&jjnsjor Anticipation. The Action reject Claims 1. fi, 1 1 and 13 under 35 
U.S.C. 5102(b) as being anticipated by Balamuth et aL. U.S. Patent No. 3,756,105 ("Balamuth"). 

As to si Claims, 1he Action stales that Balamuth anticipates baa ad on disclosures 
designated Irf Balamuth^s Figures 1 and 2. 

Applicant reapacttuly traverses. Applicant submits thai the Action fans to set forth a 
prlinatectacasBforanBdpanon. Arpplcantlurther eubmltB that 1he Act on omits deslgnatlontD 
support Its conclusion that Balamuth teaches/suggests all of the elements. Indudhg the 
arrapgemontlheraamong, of Applicant's Claims. 

As an example, as to Clafrnsl and 13. Applicant notes that the Action does nrt provide 

a prima facte case, e.fl, because Ihe Action's designations omit to show any 

Page 12 Of 19 - RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION DATED 28 APRIL 2008 
Serial No. 10V626.286 

PAGE 14/22 * RCVD AT 812812006 8:02:38 PM [Eastern Daylight Tile] 1 SVR:USPT0IFXRF'2I4 1 DM8:2738300' 0810:5032962172' DURATION (miM$):0M0 



AUG/28/2006/MON 0*5:07 PM GANZ LAW FAX No. 5032962172 P. 015 



teachaiflr^ggestion of the Claims' limitation H» periodical motion [of the culling tnember] Is 
effected substantially in an irneglnaiy plane extending transveisely to the culling edgeV . 
Rnrt, Applicant reiterates its araumenfs of Its February Response. 
• Second, Applicant re^ectfully notes that the ^Itw's toslgnstlons to BaSamuth'e 
. Hguree 1 end 2 dead* show that the cutting member 30 vibrates in the irecflon of arrow 70. 
Assuming Ihls Vibration Is efang anx-e»s, tHe vibration cnay.be perpendicular to the cutting. • 
raambertiedga (if thecu1IJr« memberedge la arranged along a y-exle). 

• However. BalamuWs vibration isnota -perlocfical motion... in en imaginary plane', aa 
thatfetobeur*er*(xx^^ Forexampto, Balamuth's vibration haa noz-axte 

component That Is. nowhere does BalanMith teach/Buggest mooon of to culling member 30 In 
a direction toward the Internal portion of its shaving head steemWy 15. Indeed, to have such z- 
axis mobon, Balamulrf s cuttteg member 30 would retract from Ha guard member 25. which 
retraction is neither shown by the Action's designations nor consistent with operation of 

BatemuthTs mechanism. 

By contrast, Appicartfs cutting member has. -a periodical motion in an imaginary plane' 
: .aafthaesMxJs motion. Asan example, at set forth in the Applicati^ 
* pubfched). Applicant's cutting members are described es having periodical motion along a r- 
axla. as follows: «said ei ptical motion having a major a^'whldi extends In the cutting dilation 
" X.,.and a minor axis, which extends in the 2<llrecdon.- Moreover, asset forth in the -. 
' Appscaiion* paragraph poao] (as publiahed). Applicants cutting members 1?.and 10 have 
cuUteg edges 23 "extend^ subetariBally-paratJel to a y^arec*™". Taken together, ttieee 
paragraphs describe the cutting member* periodical motio n ea having a r-axie component in 
being effected substantially * the Imaginary plane extending transversely to the cutttnfl edge. 

As another example, as te Claims 1 and 13, Applicant noles that the Ariion does not 
provide a primafaoie case, e,g.. because (he Adfane designation omits to show any 
tee.china^flgesrjon ol the Claims' BmSatlon having "the spoond motion portion being main V . 
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directed opposite b the cuffing direction and being dSBBLfe * hft tiuAna operation <haf1 
first motion portion.* Thai la, Applicant respectfully submits thatfhe Balamuth device fe no! and 
cannot be structured bo as to provide, during operation, the above-referenced limitation: the 
vibration action precludes iL 

Moreover, Applicant notes that the Acti on supports this rejection by statino: Vhsn the 
shaver Is held In a speclllc way. # However, 1he Action does not Indicate Mi/hat the Specific vray* 
might be that would enable a human to move the cutting edges closer 1o the skin on the second 
motion portion ms. the first motion portion -ie.. on each vibration back vs. forth for Balamuth. 
Appicent ebo respectfully nubmrts fhat. even If It Is assumed that a human may be argued as 
able to manipulate a shaving head to duplicate the Applicant periodicaJ motion of Its cutting 
member, that Is InsuHHent grounds for refection of the claims, as Appicant daints a device Q,e., 
exclusive of any human). Indeed, the insufficiency of these grounds is undereoored because. If 
9 human could be sdded to so rejed claims. Applicant submits that cited patents of the Action 
are IrvaJid <i.e„ as each patent Implicates some motion of a cutfrig memberthat a human could 
be said to be capable of duplicating through soma manipulation) iMrich. of course, cannot be the 
case. 

In view of at least die foregoing, /Upplicant requests that Bib Action* anticipation 
rejections of independent Claims 1 and 13 be reconsidered and wflhdrawn. 

As well, as to dependent CWma 9 and.11. Appicant respectfully submEte lhat the 
anticipation rejections of this Action are Inapt, e.g.. for the same reasons as set forth above for 
respective IndapendentCteim 1 (in that, each of these dependent Claims depends directly or 
indirectly from, and thus fridudes the elements of, independent Claim 1j. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant requests lhat the Action* anticipation rejections ol the 
dependent Claims be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
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HftfttcfloH of Claims far Obviousness . The Action rejects Claims MO, t1 and 13 under 
35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Shaler, U.S. Patent No. 1 .788,547 r'Shater*). 
atone or in vie* of other references. 

Ab to all Claims, the Action states -that Shaler teaches "periodic motion of a blade: (44) 
with a cuffing edge* which motion "is In a drectkm transverse to the guiding edge (Pg. 2, lines 
40-42)*. 

Applicant respectfully traverses. Applicant submits that the Action fella to set forth a 
prima facie case tor obviousness. AppOcanMurther submits thatthe Action omttsdeslgnetlon to 
support its conclusion that Shaler teaches alt of *e BlemanlB. including arrangements 
there among, thatthe Action indicates are therein taught. Applicant respectfully further submits 
that 1 ha Action omits designation In the other cited references to support its conclusion that one 
or more of these ether references leaches or suggests all of the elements, and arrangements 
thereamong. to property fiB 1he gaps the Action Wenrjfles In Shaler. Applicant also respectfully 
submits thatthe Action omits to provdde sufficient rnoWvatlofVs ingestion to support combination 
of the references wnNh Shaler. 

As an example, Claims 1 and 13 include Applies nTs limitation thatthe •periodical moflon 
of the .cutting member Is effected substantially h an Imaginary plane extending transvgnusfr to 
ttiBcuttma edae' . Applicant notes that, pursuant to the Action's restrict! on requirement set forth 
above, the perlodcjnoflon currently being considered in examination Is an elllpdcal path (see, 
e'.g.. paragraph lOOSBJ of the Appn cation, as published). As such, as to any seleded point along 
' the ending member, the pariodwal motion is effected substantially si such imaginary plana 
extending transverselyto the cutting edge, so thalany such seleded point sweeps through the 
elliptical path and, the retry, drtunweribes a non-zero. elDptioal area. For co nvenfent 
examination and toward illustrating this concept parte of Figures 2 and 4- from the AppBcetion 
are combined to provide the foSowing sketch, which sketch shows a cutting member 17, Its 
cutting edge 23 and Its carriers 25 (adjacent sldn contact surface 83). wherein the cutteig 
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member has bwo selected points ("JV and TV) that, in per iodical motion, swaep out elliptical 
paths ("Ei" and "EO, each of which paths is substantially In a respective Imaginary ptane fPU" 
and 'PLe') and encloses a respective area C'A ( " and "At"): 




" As seen In the above sketch, each Imaginary plane CPU" and TU"r'thrwigh which the 
selected points ("P," and "Pa") are swept extends transverse to the cutting edge 23. {Indeed, in 
thl6 example at least, the planes ere substantially parafe I to the respective earners 25.). 
Accordingly, in Appli cent's CtaJme. the periodical motion Is motion substantialy perpendicular to 
the cutting edge 23 so as to be substantially In both x- and z-direotione (i.e., transverse) shown 
In such Ffcures 2 and A. Moreover, periodical motion b such that notvzero areas f A," and "A3") 
areencJoeed. 
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Irrllghl of the above, Applicant submits that the Action omits to present a prima -fade • • 
case to support its contention that Sha lar teaches/suggests Applicant's claimed 'periodical 
motion". While Shaler uses the term •transverse". Bhaler*s ueelheieof does not have the same 
meaning as Applicant's use of that term. Indeed, Applicant submits (hat Shaler proposes, at 
most a razor having a blade 44, wherein the blade has a vibratory movement confined. so that 
any point along the blade is moved back and forth In a tine contained within the plane of the 

4 

Wads motion having only one direc tion (be it in x. v or 2 dmscttenV and, being on a line. 
enclosing no area! As such. Applicant respectfully submits that Shaler doea not and cannot 
teachfeaggest Applicant's periodical motion: 

In view of at least the foregoing, Applicant requests that the Action's obviousness 
rejections of independent CWms 1 and 13 be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Ab wed. as to the dependent Claims, Applicant respectfully submits that the obviousness 
rejections ofthle Action are rnapt. e.g.. for the same reasons as set forth above for respective 
Independent Claims 1 and 13 (In that, each of these dependent Cleans depends cflrectly or 
Indirectly from, and thus includes the elements of. respective of Independent Claims 1 or 13). 

In view of the foregoing. Applicant requests that the Action's obviousness rejections of 
frie dependent Claims be reconaldared and withdrawn. 

Allowed Claims. The Action Indicates that Claims 16 and 1 B-29 are allowed and that 
Claim 12 would be allowable ir rewritten. Applicant appreciates the effort taken to examine 
these allowed claims. 

However, Applicant respectfully declines to. rewrite aalm12,aBtJnisiime.inviewofthe 

above. 
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withdrawn Claims . Appll cant respectfully requests entiy of the amendments to 
withdrawn Claims 14, 15 and 17 and, In vfcnw of the foregoing, consideration of such amended 
Claims. 

CONCLUSION 

Generally, in this. Amendmenl and Response, AppBcant has not raised all possible 
graunde for (a) bwerslng the rejections of the Action or (b) palentably dtt Ingulahing the new 
Claims (i:e,. oust the CitBd References or otherwise). Appicant. however, reserves lite right to 
explicate and expand on any ground already raised and/or to raise othar grounds for traversing 
andfor for distingulahing, including, without Imitation, by explaining and/or distinguishing the 
- subject matter of the Application andfor any cited reference at a later time (e.g.. In the event that 
. this Application does not proceed to la sue' with the Claims as herein emended, or in the context 
. of a conttouing application). Applicant submits that nothing herein Is. or should be deemed lo- 
be, a disclaimer of any rfchte. aoquieacence in arty rejection, ore waiver of eny arguments that 
might have been raised but were not raised herein, or otherwise In the prosecution of 1hls 
Application, whether as to the ordinal Claims or as to any of the new Claims, or otherwise. 
Wrfcout limiting the generality of ihe foregoing. Appicant reserves the right to reintroduce one or 
more, of me original Clains in original form or otherwise so as to dalm the subject matter of 
those Claims, both/either at a later time In prosecuting (his Application or In the context of a 
continuing application. 

Applicant submits that, in view of me foregoing remarks andfor amendments, the 
Application Is In condition tor allowance, and reapeclfUty requests reconsideration and favorable 
action. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized 1o charga any fees (Including extension fees), 
additional fees, or underpayments', or to credit any overpayments, to the credit card authorized 
on the attached PTO Form 2038. provided, however, tti at such fees, underpayments or 

Page 18 of 19 - RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION DATED 26 APRIL 2D06 
Serial No. 10/525 ,286 

PAGE 20722 4 RCVD AT 8^8/2006 8:02:38 PM (Eastern Daylight rime] ' SVR:USPT0^ FXRF-2/4 ' DWS:2738300 « CS1D:5032962172 * DURATION (mm«s):05.10 



AUG/28/2006/MON 05:09 PM GANZ LAW FAX Ho. 5032962172 P. 021 



overpayments must arise solely in connect on with this Amendment and Res ponee. if the credit 
card cannot be processed, the Commissioner is hereby authortoed to charge any fees (including 
extension fees), additions! fees, or underpayments, or to credit any overpayments, to ihe 
undersigned attorney's Deposit Account No. 5D-1 001; again provided that such fees, 
underpayments or overpayments must arise solely in connection with this Amendment and 
Response. Otherwise, 1h» Commissioner should review and 1o*ow any authortzatlon previously 
given by Applicant to charge certain such (tees and credit certain jsuch overpayments to the 
Applicant's separate Deposit Account (No. 14-1270). 



RespedfuBy submitted. 



Data : August 28. 2006 
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